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REMARKS 



The claims are claims 1, 3 to 6, 9 to 13, 15 to 17, 22, 25 29 
and 40 to 43, 46 to 49 and 52 to 54. 

Claims 1, 4, 15, 16, 17, 22, 27, 29, 41, 52, 53, 54 and 56 
have been amended to distinguish this invention over the cited 
references . 

Claims 1, 3 to 6. 9 to 13, 15 to 17, 22, 25, 29 and 40 to 43, 
46 to 49 and 52 to 54 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103<a, as made 

SO ^ COTWMti ° n ° f « -1 0.8. Patent No . 

6,069,655 and Gorr et al U.S. Patent No. 5,961,571. 

Claims 1, 22, 25 and 29 recite subject matter not disclosed in 
the combination of seeley et a! and Gorr et al. claims 1 and 25 
recite -automatically selecting a portion of a single image of the 
succession of detected images for each identified moving object 
using selection criteria." Claims 22 and 29 similarly recite the 
Mage processing section is operative to "automatically select a 
portion of a single image of the succession of detected images for 
-ch identified object utilising selection criteria." This 
selection of a portion of one of the detected images is taught in 
the application at page 13, lines 19 to 29 

et !? T ICE ™ StatSS " Pa9S 7 ' lin " 11 C ° 15 «»t seeley 

et al teaches: J 

information by using seXction ^-? * ldentifvi ng object 
zooming into the idlntl^ - ^ ria ' P annin <*' tilting, or 
interest; ^so^ot^^^T^ in an even?' of 
information is generated) ; » SaVed lden tifying 

The cited portion of Seelev *r =1 #„„i 

aeeiey et al (column 10, lines 19 to 31) 
states: ' 
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detection from the newlv ,Zvf^ S accordingly suspends 
previously selected camera • 1 and places 'he 

For the Jil.ct^'SjSrS.^:?^ orcAc"™"^^ m0de ' 

or" potion orY'scene S.^" « ^ -oSS: 

tonr/ Ml ^ 0 1 a 1^^4L^t«..t. As part of the 
particular areas of the nJvm?.f ^ (Preprogrammed) to view 
generates and ^If^^ i ° t »™-*- »• «C 

information as to when Mrfn^Lf tour containing 

notes, etc.- Performed, cameras used, operator 

The Applicant respectfully submits that the panning, tilting or 

f-ls to disclose or ma.e obvious automatic selection of a portion 
of an image including an identified object. The Applicant 
respectfully submits that the m „ n, h „ PP Snt 

1„ th . . t „ P ' tlU and z oo"" functions taught 

in the ci ed section, of Seeley et al cannot mate obvious the 
claimed selection of a portion of an image. m particular this 
portion of Seelev at si <>= • i .. this 
seeley et al fails to mention selection of a portion of 
an image. Instead Seelev et *1 !■=>.->, Portion of 

seeiey et al teaches control of the whole imaoe 

via panning, tilting and zooming. Further th. r-r„ 

Seelev of »i « 'urtner, the cited portion of 

Seeley et al fails to teach any section including a detected 

end Lr et a l ^ °™ °* ^ « - 

disclolTin 1 ^ 22 ' 2 t and 29 fU " h " SUb ^" not 

isclosed in the combination, of Seeley et al and Gorr et al 

Claims 1 and 25 recite "saving the selected portion of the sing e 

^ is tit it 2 : sim :r iy recue the — — * 

image of th * Sel6Cted P ° rtion ° f the single 

i-ge the succession of detected images for each identified 
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discloses the storing or savlno ff fT 9 "'' further ' Seeley 
Picture buffer 40 of figure 7r lma9e inform ="on into 

The cited portion of Seeiey et al (column ls , lines 24 tQ 3 



SS^TC t^tSS^T "">-»•«•." or abbreviated 
station where t™ be arranged in"," 0 " 106 " the cent «l 
operator for his or her viewino 9 * ""^ aic P^tem by the 

the operator can select on,?" "swing the thumbnails, 

transmission from SC^TtoThe ^t"^^^. 1,03968 f °* 

select. image. ZJ^ £ ^ 

- Portion of the single ima^ e^^T^I 
, leT n et rr t£Ully 5UbmltS — dis 3 clo'e d „ 

.diLnauy „; rr d portion of a detccted ■ 

-^y, rne thumbnails disclosed in Seelev -i- al 
taught as corresponding to detected objects al i ll „ "* 
Seeley et al includes no teaching that the saved H • 
i-ge supposedly automatically ilentiLd . T T 
lines „ to 31. since cl*^ TT " * ^ 10 ' 
the images and Seeley et al fails t \ h re9Ulre t0 
Claims 1, 22 25 and thSSe "* th * 

Seeley et al Ind Gorr et al^ ^ ™ ^ «""*'»"•» °* 
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Claims 3 to 6, 9 to 12, 40 to 43 and 46 to 49 recite subject 
matter not made obvious by the combination of Seeley et al and Gorr 
al. Each of claims 3 to 6, 8 to 12, 40 to 43 and 45 to 49 
recxte specific selection criteria for the automatic selection of a 
portion of an .mage including a tracked object. The OFFICE ACTION 
at page 8, line 14 to page, 9 line 1 states: 

disc^LTfhrU^ 4 °;i 3 - d V 9 ' seele * 

event is the intrusion (co 5 lin* ^ f "Tf What kind of 
Seeley discloses that certain'.^ 5° Co1 ' 6 ' line 2; note 

before indicating the D re Sen , ? JJ™ COndltions ne ^d to be met 
32-41, Seeley dilcloJe?^?™ J 11 "trader; col . 6, lines 
other his t or ical dat a • col 1 1 i h /o tlme ° f int rusion and 
image is continually or nVrV^i- ' Seeley disc l°ses the 

discloses the ' Als °' S-ley 

images in a set of images (col in i "larger than other 
discloses that either £ \ ' llnSS 19_31; note Seeley 
computer, can £2 Tin the camera" o°n 2* ^ 
scene of interest, and when an oh -i^, the desired object or 
box appears on the objlc^ a bounding 

Seeley et al states at column 5, line 58 to column 6, li ne 2: 

^^r^T'^l^tS^ th3t ° nly thS *™ of 
consequence, tha NvemUn? B i , r h ■ °J unknown ' ^ of 
ignored, and tLt ot££ Va™ WhlC * 13 dete oted may be 
recognition proces is used to Jif? \ -° nS are met ■ A 
objects falling within and »?r£ , ferer \ tia te between those 
objects, so to 9 reduce or ^ substantial^ ClaSS of 

unwanted alarms, m most clrc^t^ ' allv lminate false 
is human, but the d£?«SS!?£ ^ the d * si <3™ted class 
class into which an intruder f Us e P a h? " t0 identi fy * 
unknown. However, regardless of 'r-hl 9 ' hUman ' no ^ h ^n f and 
objects falling within a sheeted ^ aSS ° f inter ^t, for 
given." a selec ted class, an indication is 



Seeley et al states at column 6, li 



nes 32 to 41: 
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the l»t«u.?^,i"iY;TdSrfi"i*°Tli , ^ POrt ^ ^ at " Mch 

S£?V U °, f the vide < ^«lSit2Tto th" e c e v n e t s ; al l0 l t s ; and 

(including live vidpni . ^ central station 

workstation (US) at the V'.n,- , p _ rovldes the video to a 

the CAC as befn, avar!aMe for '«^T " Mch ls selected bv 
video as wall «. .„., . or use b y an operator to view 

which a reported int™.ion£? ^ "i" 1 " 9 to the sit ="t 

and faculties retrieval of hitt 0 ""'^ ^ VS als0 stores 

premise bein Imon ut«rand for th?l 1C t 1 . V ; de ° data for the 
the time of an intrusion " workstation activities at 

The cited portion of column 10 of Seeley et al is ,uoted above 
These portions show section criteria taucht in seeley et al 
»one of the selection criteria noted in the OFFICE ACTION is the 
same as the selection criteria of claims 3 to 6 , 8 to 12, 
and 45 to 49. The response filed Ju „ e * « 

o P a r „. u n8 25 the response med october ; 5 ; 2oo ; - : 

c aims 3 t « r 6 ' " 10 P ° int ° Ut the -"ations of 

clarms 3 to 6, 8 to 12, 40 to 43 and 46 to 49 that are not tauaht 

Seeley et al or Gorr et al make obvious these particular criteria 
fl cco r ly M 3tQ6s ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Me 

over the combanation of Seeley et al and Gorr et al 

comb er 3 3 40 rSCite SUb3aCt matter <**<>-. »y the 

combination of Seeley et al and Gorr et ai claim , ■> 

n , WWJ - J - ci do.. Liaim 3 recites thp 

image selection process uses "image selection criteria which 
intended to lead to the selection nf • Criteria "^ch are 

a ripf^ w selection of an image in which the face of 

ecites t e hat P9 th° n . ^ "* ^ ^ <° 

Uei r ™r::r 9 seotion is ° p - ati - - 

o i criteria which are intended to lead to i-h* 

neither Seeley eta i nor ^ respectfully submits tnat 

«y et al nor Gorr et al includes any teaching of 
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attempting to detect a "visibie and large . im , ae of „ 

f arp . . ye image of a person's 

face. The cited portions of Seeley e t al «. . 

wi . ^±vy ei a± tail to mention a face 

d f 36 " menti ° n 3 SiZe ' Singly, 

al fails to mafce obvious the recited "visible and large" im age of 

:r ; ce - acc °™^ ^ 3 and 40 are al j able z i: 

combination of Seeley et al and Gorr et al. 

Claims 4 and 41 recite subject matter not m a de obvious by the 
cognation of Seeley et al and Gorr et al . ^ by . the 

"selecting the selected image for the rSClteS 
discarding •■• * giVSn Chan 9 e region by 

discarding images from the set in which * . . 

h~,„^- ^ wnich a lowermost side of th* 

bounding box is hiaher than ;„ ^ . e 

nigner than m other images of the sph an n w 

C o tT^- 9 . ox cl 13 la ;r r than in the other ™* 

tne set. claim 41 similarly recites +h*+ • 

r;i::r oh section is ™ e - - ^" 9 n:: 

the giV en change region by discarding ilM ges from the set in „hJ h 
an il . " S C "" 9 fr ° m thS r6IMini «S of the set 

^r^jr r^- 1 ^ than in ::: 

—it. that neither Seeiey et al ' nor G " 

-ching regarding the ^ . * ~ t "i^ of^T "* 

-r a given change region. T he cited portions ee e TaTfaU 

::: rd, b :;r; rz :\ the lo ™ swes - 

~ of . ^ ZJ^lZmr t0 " ^ 
change region. The pan hi, I BnClOSeS the corresponding 

are not such a bound 'b" T n S I7 " ^ " " 

within the image and failT' , fUnCtl ° nS Chan * e the object* 

i-ge. Neither does th m 6 ° bViOUS S6leCting 3 ™ <* an 

y Neither does this portion of Seeley et al i 

discarding portions of <™ a disclose 

of i ma ges based upon the position of the 
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lowermost side of a bounding box or the size of the bounding box 
Accordingly, claims 4 and 41 are allowable over the combination of 
Seeley et al and Gorr et al . 

Claims 5 and 42 recite subject matter not made obvious by the 
combination of Seeley et al and Gorr et al. Claims 5 and 42 recite 
the automatic selecting uses "image selection criteria which cause 
a current image to be selected over a prior image if a lowermost 
poxnt of a detected change region is lower in the current image 
than in the prior image." The cited portions of Seeley et al teach 
use of alarm conditions, but fail to teach selection of a prior 
portion of an image over a current portion of an image based upon 
the portion having the lowermost point of the images recited in 
claims 5 and 42. The OFFICE ACTION fails to point out any such 
teaching in the references. Accordingly, claims 5 and 42 are 
allowable over the combination of Seeley et al and Gorr et al 

Claims 6 and 43 recite subject matter not made obvious by the 
combination of Seeley et al and Gorr et al. Claims 6 and 43 recite 
the automatic selecting uses "image selection criteria which cause 
a current image to be selected over a prior image if a detected 
change region has increased in si ze relative to a prior image." 
The Applicant respectfully submits that neither Seeley et al nor 
Gorr et al includes any teaching regarding the size of a detected 
change region. The cited portions of Seeley et al teach use of 
alarm conditions, but fail to teach the selection based upon object 
recited in claims 6 and 43. Accordingly, claims 6 and 43 are 
allowable over the combination of Seeley et al and Gorr et al 

Claims 9 and 46 recite subject matter not made obvious by the 
combination of Seeley et al and Gorr et al. Claims 9 and 46 recite 
selection of an image upon "detection of the absence of a 

thT OU 1 d6teCted ° bjeCt "' APPl±Cant -P-fully submits 

that neither Seeley et al nor Gorr et al includes any teaching 
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regards, the absence of a detected object. The cited portion, of 
Seeiey et al teach use of aiarm conditions, but fall t0 teach 
selection based upon absence of a previously detected moving object 
rented in claims 9 and 46. Accordingly, ciai ms 9 and 46 are 
allowable over the combination of Seeiey et al and Gorr et al 

Claims 10 and 47 recite events not made obvious by the 
combination of Seeiey et al and Gorr et al. claims 10 and 47 
recite selection of an image upon detection that "an object has 
remained within a predefined region of the area for a specified 
time interval." while Seeiey et al teaches detection of intrusion 

event ^ ^ " 31 *° 

event of an object remaining within a region for a length of time 

Accordingly, claims 10 and 47 are allowable over the combination o 
Seeiey et al and Gorr et al. 

Claims u and 48 recite events not made obvious' by the 
combination of seeiey et al and Gorr et al. claims „ and 
recite selection of an image upon "determination that a previously 
.ovrng object has become stationary." whiie Seeiey et al teaches 

L> , eV6nt ° £ 3 ™° Vin9 topping 

Accordingly, claims 11 and 48 are »n^=v,i. .. PP">9. 

Seeiey et al and Gorr et al. "~ °* 

comb,"," 3 " 49 SVentS not «<«• °"vious by the 

omb nation of Seeiey et a! and Gorr et al. Claims 12 and « 

s a ona S b °' " ^ ^ "'"^nation * previous 

e ; y 0 ; L e r haa started movin9 -" ^ ^ - - ^ 

ai /ails to r; sion events uithin the vide ° se<,uence - s °^y « 

»ve Acco a , eV6nC ° f 3 Statl0n " y »^™^ t, 

move. Accordingly, claims 12 and « ,„ ,„„ „ 

combination o, Seeiey et al and Gorr et al ^ 
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Claims 15, 17, 52 and 54 recite subject matter not made 
obvious by the combination of Seeley et al and Gorr et al . Claims 
15, 17, 52 and 54 recite "bounding box subset of the single image 
just large enough to completely contain the detected object" and 
saving "a portion of a detected image corresponding to the bounding 
box." The OFFICE ACTION states at page 9, lines 10 to 15: 

tV- s- - ~ iHB 

This teaching of Seeley et ai differs from the recitations of 
claims !5, 17, 52 and 54 in two ways. This portion of Seeley et al 
teaches zooming without teaching that the zoomed display is "just 
large enough to completely contain the detected object." Seeley et 
.1 includes no teaching that the zoom goes to the point that 
display is just large enough to completely contain the detected 
object. seeley et al teaches saving the entire zoomed image 
without teaching "saving a portion of a detected image 
corresponding to the bounding box" as recited in claims 15, 17 52 
and 54. Accordingly, claims 15, 17, 52 and 54 are allowable over 
the combination of Seeley et al and Gorr et al 

Claims 16, U, 53 and 54 recite subject matter not made 
obvious by the combination of Seeley et al and Gorr et al. claims 
and 53 recite "saving one of the detected images as a reference 
image at a first resolution, and wherein said step of savin, the 
selected portion of the single image is carried out by saving the 
bounding bo, enclosing the selected portion of the single image at 
a second resolution which is higher than the first resolution " 
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Respective base claims 15 and 52 recite that this bounding box is 
"just large enough to completely contain a corresponding detected 
object." Claims 17 and 54 recite "saving one of the detected 
images as a reference image having a first resolution, wherein said 
step of saving the selected portion of the single image is carried 
out by determining a bounding box subset of the single image just 
large enough to completely contain a corresponding detected object 
and saving at a second resolution the bounding box enclosing the 
selected portion of the single image, the second resolution being 
greater than the first resolution." Seeley et al does disclose 
image data at f„u resolution and thumbnail or abbreviated 
snapshots. seeley et al fails to teach that any image saved is 
United to the bounding box enclosing an identified object. The 
thumbnails disclosed in Seeley et al are reduced resolution images 
of the snapshots, which are the full resolution camera output. The 
thumbnails of seeley et a! are not a portion of the image as 
clawed but . the whole image at reduced resolution. Employing the 
zoom taught in Seeley et al at column 10, lines 19 to 3! would 
result in both the snapshot and the thumbnail showing the zoomed 
i*age Thus the thumbnail cannot be the claimed "selected portion 
of the single image." Further. Seeley et al teaches that the 
snapshots are stored. However, Seeley et al never teaches that the 
thumbnar s are stored. The Applicants respectfully submit that the 
thumbnails are formed from the snapshots as they are viewed. 
Lastiy, even if the thumbnails are stored, claims U, 17 , 5 3 and 54 
require they be stored at a lower resolution than the snapshots 
The OFFICE ACTION states at page 9, lines 18 to 20= 

in figure 8A, the Ie S " '1 resolution where as 
resolution, at 'full resolution ' I." " at hl * h « 
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On the contrary, elates 16, 17, 53 and 54 recite that the selected 
portron of the single image is saved at the higher resolution. 
This is the opposite relationship than that cited in the OFFICE 
ACTION. Accordingly, claims 16, 17, 53 and 54 are allowable over 
the combination of Seeley et al and Gorr et al. 

Claims 17 and 54 recite further subject matter not made 
obvious by the combination of Seeley et al and Gorr et al. claims 
17 and 54 recite "displaying the reference image at the first 
resolution, displaying the bounding box enclosing the selected 
rmage within the reference image at the first resolution, and 
displaying the bounding box enclosing the selected image separately 
from the reference image and at the second resolution." This 
subject matter is described in the application at page 19, Unes 24 
to 37, page 20. lines 20 to 29 and iUustrated in Figure 8. Figure 
illustrates display of the reference image Ul with the object 
(person 86) and bounding box 85 overlain on the reference image 
Figure 8 also illustrates a separate display 1 21 of the selected 
rmage. Seeley et al does teach display of the same image data in 
full resolution (snapshot, and in reduced resolution (thumbnail, at 
Figure 15. However, in Seeley et al both the snapshot and the 
humbnai show the entire camera frame. m Seeley et al the 

ide!^ • h 'I ^ Umited t0 b ° Undln9 »°* "e 

identified object as recited in claims 17 and 54. Claims 17 and 54 

"In L f ^ ^ " ' hi *>« 

a e d I' r SnCe i,M9e ' WhiU SeSley « 31 th. thumbnails 

are displayed at the lower resolution. Seeley et al also fails to 

11 b ° Undin9 U diSPl ^ ed «» ^x H 

mage. Accordingly, claims „ and 54 are allowable over the 

combination of Seeley et al and Gorr et al. 

Claims 25 and 29 recite further subject matter not made 

obvious by the combination of Seeley et al and Gorr et al. Claim 
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Received from < 972 917 4417 > at 5/12/03 10:16:24 AM {Eastern Daylight Time] 



mY- 12-2003 09 = 27 ^ 972 917 4417 



25 recites "automatically saving a series of Cartesian coordinate 
pairs which identifies the path of movement of the object, said 
information being retained after the object is no longer present in 
newly detected images." Claim 29 similarly recites the image 
processing section operates to "automatically save a series of 
Cartesian coordinate pairs which identifies the path of movement of 
the object, and to retain the information after the object ceases 
to be present in current detected images." This subject matter is 
disclosed in the application at page 17, lines 32 and 33 The 
Applicant respectfully submits that Seeley et al fails to teach 
saving this series of Cartesian coordinate pairs. Accordingly, 
claims 25 and 29 are allowable over the combination of Seeley et al 
and Gorr et al. 

Claims 27 and 56 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as made 
obvious by the combination of Seeley et al U.S. Patent No 
6,069,655, Gorr et al U.S. Patent No. 5,961,571 and of Baxter □ S 

Patent No. 5,966,074. 

Claims 27 and 56 recite subject matter not made obvious by the 
combination of Seeley et al, Gorr et al and Baxter. Claims 27 and 
56 recite savin, "an identification of an event associated with the 
detected object." claim 27 recites "dispaayin, on the reference 
rmage the identification of the event at a location on the 
reference image corresponding to a location of the event." claim 
56 similarly recites "display via said display device said 
reference image ... and said identification of said event on said 
reference image at a location on the reference image corresponding 
to a location of the event." This subject matter is disclosed in 
the application at page 20, lines 7 to 19 and illustrated in Figure 
• Note the ENTER label 116 and EXIT label 117 in Figure 8 are in 
locations corresponding to the object location upon detection of 
the events. The OFFICE ACTION cites column 10, lines 28 to 31 and 
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element 602 of Figure 15 of Seeley et al as allegedly making 
obvious the claimed display of events. Neither Seeley et al, Gorr 
et al nor Baxter include any teaching regarding display of 'event 
labels on a reference image at a location one the reference image 
corresponding to a location of the event. Thus claims 27 and 56 
are allowable over the combination of Seeley et al. Gorr et al and 
Baxter. 

The Applicants respectfully submit that all the present claims 
are allowable for the reasons set forth above. Therefore early 
reconsideration and advance to issue are respectfully requested. 

If the Examiner has any questions or other correspondence 
regarding this application, Applicants request that the Examiner 
contact Applicants' attorney at the below listed telephone number 
and address to facilitate prosecution. 

iT^ltT^Ts^r^ ^PectfuUy suited, 

wiMSSo 75265 %aj(f 

Fax: (9721 917-4418 LT^s"!,*"' ^ 
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